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E R&CEIVED B N  ARSWER FEPOH ?Mfc btE NEBAL WIT 
0 REPRE$EHTATIOW IN THE D8I PiAIt XNtERCEPT CASE 
DkNCE RHODE I S L A N D ) ,  THIS YOU RECEIVED AllrrZ?#b$D 

COMPL A I t r ~  AS 6~ ATE DE PART ME NT 

2. THE ANSWER STATESt . .  

DEAR IvlR, C M B Y I O  

THE ,DEPARTMENT OF JUST ICE ERABtE THOIB%T T O  IR 
RAISED I N  YOUR LETTER Is0 VIEW OF THE TI= 
ITH RESPEC2 T O  THE DRI NSVERIMQ 'YOUR LETTER 

BECAUSE OF THE ONGOING C R I M f N  NS, THERE ARE UIBFOR- 

FORMER EMPLOYEES. I BELIEVE 'Ill UESTIOBI ONE MAKES 

I N  THIS SITb ION I DO NOT 9E TE MY A U T H O R I T Y  

NSWER T O  YOUR QUEST I O N  FOUR OU F THE STATUTES IS 
HPT YOU DO NOT HAVE THE AUTHOR1 E COUNSEL TO 

REPRESENT THE IMTERESTS OF YOUR At3 SENT OR FORMER 
EMPLOYEES WHO ARE XWVOLsVF,D I N  T H I S  

TUP(AT& COPIPLICATIONS WHICH WE MU 
ASON THE DEPARTMENT WILL RETAJ 

NECESSARY I N  ANSWER T O  QUESTTON 

0 YOU T O  HIRE PRIVATE COUNSEL F WT EMPLOYEES, IN 

JUSTICE TO REPRESENT .YOUR 1NTERF.S THE FIRM VILL OBVIOUSLY RAISE 
. THE DEFENSES AS T O  JURISDICTION A fikOPER SERVICE, WE CONSIDER THIS 

AN ENCOURAGING DEVELOPMENT BUT THXS DOE NOT COVER THE O T % R  CASES 
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s-1 a A N  FRANCISCO JOHN D O E  CASE BAPED ON M A I L  INTER- 

PAGE 2 DIRECTOR 
AT THIS TIME. 

CEPT THE COURT G R A N T E D  A 911 DAY STAY OM 18 SEPTEMBER. THE JUSTICE 
D E P A R T N E N T  KAS NOT SAID ANYTHING FURTHER .ABOUT THE WAIVER LETTER IN 
THE SAN D I E G O  CASE. REGARDS.,  
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